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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 5/03/05. 

2. The Examiner withdraws the rejection based upon Himmel (U.S. Patent 
6,212,522) presented in the office action mailed March 28, 2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

5. Claim 38 recites the limitation "said desired resource" in the last line. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1,10, 16, 21, 25 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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8. With respect to Claims 1 , 10, 16 and 21 , in each independent claim, none of the 
steps of the claimed method seem to require use of hardware to accomplish the step. 
As such, the claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not being tangible. 

9. With respect to Claim 25 and 33, in each independent claim, each alleged 
manufacture (ie. URL, data structure, software program) does not necessarily include 
hardware. As such, the claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not being tangible. 

10. With respect to Claims 25 and 33, the independent claims both describe a data 
structure (the examiner considers the 'uniform resource locator' to be a data structure in 
terms of 35 U.S.C. 101) related to URUs and executable selections. However, MPEP 
21 06. IV. states, 

"Dafa structures not claimed as embodied in computer-readable media are 
descriptive material per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of 
causing functional change in the computer See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 
1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a data structure per se held nonstatutory). 
Such claimed data structures do not define any structural and functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the 
invention which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. In 
contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a data structure 
defines structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure 
and the computer software and hardware components which permit the data 
structure's functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory" 

As such, claims 25 and 33 are directed towards non-statutory subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 1-3, 7-16, 18-23, 25-28, 33-36, 38-40 and 44-46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,535,912 by Anupam et al. 
(Anupam). 

1 3. With respect to Claim 1 , Anupam teaches a method of generating a bookmark to 
resolve a desired resource, said method comprising: storing, as a first portion of said 
bookmark, a base network address indicative of the location of a first resource (Col. 7 
lines 50-54); and storing, in respective next portions of said bookmark, at least those 
user interactions necessary to resolve respective additional resources including a final 
resource comprising said desired resource (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53). 

14. With respect to Claim 2, Anupam teaches ail the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches wherein said base network address comprises a uniform resource locator (Col. 
7 lines 50-54). 

15. With respect to Claim 3, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches wherein said user interaction comprise at least one of resource selections, line 
data, point device selection and keyboard data (Col. 7 line 50 - Col, 8 line 67). 
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16. With respect to Claim 7, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches the step of adapting parameters of a user profile in response to said user 
interactions (Col. 8 lines 40-53). 

17. With respect to Claim 8, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches wherein each of said iteratively stored user interaction are stored in respective 
chain stack records, said bookmark comprising a linked list of said chain stack records 
(Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53 and see Fig. 2, and Col. 6 line 3-11), 

18. With respect to Claim 9, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 8 and further 
teaches said user may reset said list of chain stack records (Col. 13 lines 13-20). 

19. With respect to Claim 10, Anupam teaches a method for generating a chained 
network address, comprising: storing, in a base network field, a first selected network 
address (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53); and iteratively storing as a sequence of records, 
a respective sequence of executed selections, each of the executed selections 
operating to modify a resolved resource associated with a respective preceding record 
(Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53). 

20. With respect to Claim 11, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 10 and 
further teaches the executed selection are formed by storing, for each resolved 
resource, user input resulting in the transmission of data to a server (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 
8 line 53, and Col. 12 lines 40-55). 

21. With respect to Claim 12, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 10 and 
further teaches the executed selection are formed by storing, for each resolved 
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resource, user input resulting in the transmission of data to a applet (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 
8 line 53 and Col. 5 lines 25-65). 

22. With respect to Claim 13, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 10 and 
further teaches wherein the sequence of records is adapted to form a linked list (Col. 7 
line 50 - Col. 8 line 53, and Col. 6 lines 3-1 1 ). 

23. With respect to Claim 14, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 10 and 
further teaches replacing the first selected network address within the base network 
address field with a network address embedded within a presently resolved resource 
((Col. 5 line 25 - Col. 6 line 11 describes the basic flow. Col. 6 line 12 - Col. 7 line 49 
gives a more detail description of the overall process). 

24. With respect to Claim 15, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 10 and 
further teaches said network address comprises a uniform resource locator (URL) (Col. 
7 lines 50 -Col. 8 line 53). 

25. With respect to Claim 16, Anupam teaches a method comprising: defining, for 
each executable selection made by a browser user, a network address chain stack 
record including at least a first field for storing the network address of a currently 
retrieved resource (Col. 7 lines 50 - Col. 8 line 53), and a second field for storing user 
input modifying the currently retrieved resource (Col. 7 lines 50 - Col. 8 line 53), and 
linking each network address chain record to a respective next network address chain 
record to from a linked list of network address chain records (Col. 7 lines 50 - Col. 8 line 
53 and Col. 6 lines 3-11); and associating the linked list of chain records with a chain 
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header record, the chain header record including a first field for storing a base network 
address and a second field for storing the chain records (Col. 7 lines 50 - Col. 8 line 53). 

26. With respect to Claim 18, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 16 and 
further teaches wherein said network address comprises a chain uniform resource 
locator (URL) address) (Col. 7 lines 50 - Col. 8 line 53 and See Fig. 2). 

27. With respect to Claim 19, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 16 and 
further teaches monitoring each of a plurality of user interactions associated with the 
retrieved resource; and storing each user interaction causing a modification of the 
retrieved resource (Col. 5 line 25 - Col. 6 line 1 1 describes the basic flow of monitoring, 
Col. 6 line 12 - Col. 7 line 49 gives a more detail description of the overall process). 

28. With respect to Claim 20, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 9 and 
further teaches wherein a sequence of stored user interactions represents those user 
interaction necessary to resolve a desired resources (Col. 5 lines 13-65). 

29. With respect to Claim 21 , Anupam teaches a method fur use in a browser 
program, the method comprising: storing for each user manipulation of a currently 
retrieved resource, data indicative of such user manipulation (Col. 5 line 25 - Col. 6 line 

1 1 describes the basic flow, Col. 6 line 12 - Col. 7 line 49 gives a more detail description 
of the overall process); and combining a network address of a base resource and at 
least one data structure indicative of user manipulation of said base resource to form a 
compound network address, said compound network address suitable for retrieving a 
resource according to the stored user manipulations (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53). 
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30. With respect to Claim 22, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 21 and 
further teaches wherein said network addresses comprise uniform resource locators 
(URLs) (Col. 7 lines 50-54). 

31 . With respect to Claim 23, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 21 and 
further teaches said user manipulations comprise at least one of resource selections, 
line data, point device selection and keyboard data (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 67). 

32. With respect to Claim 25, Anupam teaches a uniform resource locator (URL), 
comprising: a base URL and a sequence of executable selections (CoL 7 line 50 - Col. 8 
line 53); the base URL defining a location of a resource to be retrieved (Col. 7 line 50 - 
Col. 8 line 53); and the sequence of executable selections defining a respective 
sequence of navigation selections to be executed, each of the sequence of selection 
being executed after a sequentially preceding selection has been executed (Col. 7 line 
50 - Col. 8 line 53). 

33. With respect to Claim 26, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 25 and 
further teaches wherein the navigation selections comprise at least one of a URL, line 
data, a pointing device selection and keyboard data (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 67). 

34. With respect to Claim 28, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 25 and 
further teaches wherein the selection field comprises, for each of the at least one 
navigation selection: a content field, for storing the navigation selection; a type field for 
storing an indication of the type of navigation selection included within the content field; 
and a next record field, for identifying a next navigation selection within the sequence of 
navigation selections (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53 and see Fig. 2 and 3). 
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35. With respect to Claim 33, Anupam teaches a data structure, comprising: a 
uniform resource locator (URL) chain header record comprising a base URL and a 
plurality of URL chain records (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53), each of the URL chain 
records comprising a content field for storing an executable selection, the executable 
selection causing a present resource to be modified (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53, and 
see Fig. 2 and 3). 

36. With respect to Claim 34, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 33 and 
further teachers the URL chain record further comprises a type field indicative of the 
type of executable selection included within the content field (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 
53 and See Fig. 2 and 3). 

37. With respect to Claim 35, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 34 and 
further teachers wherein the type of executable content comprises at least one of a 
URL, line data, a pointing device selection and keyboard data (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 
67). 

38. With respect to Claim 36, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 35 and 
further teaches each of the URL chain records comprises a next record field for storing 
a pointer to a next URL chain record within the URL chain (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53, 
see fig. 2 and 3, and note Col. 13 lines 39-58). 

39. With respect to Claim 38, Anupam teaches a computer readable medium storing, 
a software program that, when executed by a processor, performs a method comprising 
the steps of storing, as a first portion of said bookmark, a base network address 
indicative of the location of a first resource (Col. 7 lines 50-54); and storing, in 
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respective next portions of said bookmark, at least those user interactions necessary to 
resolve respective additional resources including a final resource comprising said 
desired resource (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53). 

40. With respect to Claim 39, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 38 and 
further teaches wherein said base network address comprises uniform resource 
locators (URLs) (Col. 7 lines 50-54). 

41 . With respect to Claim 40, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 38 and 
further teaches wherein said user interactions comprise at least one of resource 
selections, line data, point device selection and keyboard data (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 
line 67). 

42. With respect to Claim 44, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 38 and 
further teaches the step of adapting parameters of a user profile in response to said 
user interactions (Col. 8 lines 40-53). 

43. With respect to Claim 45, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 38 and 
further teaches wherein each of said iteratively stored user interaction are stored in 
respective chain stack records, said bookmark comprising a linked list of said chain 
stack records (Col. 7 line 50 - Col. 8 line 53 and see Fig. 2, and Col. 6 line 3-1 1 ). 

44. With respect to Claim 46, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 45 and 
further teaches said user may reset said list of chain stack records (Col. 13 lines 13-20). 



Application/Control Number: 09/641 , 1 84 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2155 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

45. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

46. Claims 4, 5, 17, 27, 37. 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anupam in view of U.S. Patent 6,219,679 by Brisebois et al. 
(Brisebois). 

47. With respect to Claim 4, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 but does 
not explicitly disclose said bookmark includes a display window size identifier Brisebois 
teaches a bookmark that includes a display window size identifier (Col. 5 lines 33-49). 
This allows the display window to be resized to the specified size when the bookmark is 
used (Col. 6 lines 62-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
by Brisebois such that the method further comprises wherein said bookmark includes a 
display window size identifier. One would be motivated to have this, as there is desire 
for automatically resizing a display for the viewing of particular content (In Brisebois: 
Col. 1 lines 43-53). 

48. With respect to Claim 5, Anupam in view of Brisebois teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 4 and further teaches user interaction comprising pointer device selection have 
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associated with them pixel positions within said display window (In Brisebois: Col. 4 
lines 15-16 and Col. 7 line 54 - Col. 6 line 12). 

49. With respect to Claim 17, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 16 but 
does not explicitly disclose storing, in a third field of each network address chain record, 
a parameter indicative of an appropriate display window size. Brisebois teaches a 
bookmark that includes a display window size identifier (Col. 5 lines 33-49). This allows 
the display window to be resized to the specified size when the bookmark is used (Col. 
6 lines 62-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
by Brisebois such that the method further comprises storing, in a third field of each 
network address chain record, a parameter indicative of an appropriate display window 
size. One would be motivated to have this, as there is desire for automatically resizing 
a display for the viewing of particular content (In Brisebois: Col. 1 lines 43-53). 

50. With respect to Claim 27, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 25 but 
does not explicitly disclose a browser size filed, for storing a display window size 
parameter. Brisebois teaches a bookmark that includes a display window size identifier 
(Col. 5 lines 33-49). This allows the display window to be resized to the specified size 
when the bookmark is used (Col. 6 lines 62-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
by Brisebois such that the method further comprises a browser size filed, for storing a 
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display window size parameter. One would be motivated to have this, as there is desire 
for automatically resizing a display for the viewing of particular content (In Brisebois: 
Col. 1 lines 43-53). 

51 . With respect to Claim 37, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 36 but 
does not explicitly disclose wherein the URL chain header record comprises a browser 
size field for storing an indication of an appropriate display window. Brisebois teaches a 
bookmark that includes a display window size identifier (Col. 5 lines 33-49). This allows 
the display window to be resized to the specified size when the bookmark is used (Col. 
6 lines 62-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the data structure disclosed by Anupam and modify it as 
indicated by Brisebois such that the data structure further comprises wherein the URL 
chain header record comprises a browser size field for storing an indication of an 
appropriate display window. One would be motivated to have this, as there is desire for 
automatically resizing a display for the viewing of particular content (In Brisebois: Col. 1 
lines 43-53). 

52. With respect to Claim 41 , Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 38 but 
does not explicitly disclose said bookmark includes a display window size identifier. 
Brisebois teaches a bookmark that includes a display window size identifier (Col. 5 lines 
33-49). This allows the display window to be resized to the specified size when the 
bookmark is used (Col. 6 lines 62-66). 



Application/Control Number: 09/641 , 1 84 Page 1 4 

Art Unit: 2155 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
by Brisebois such that the method further comprises wherein said bookmark includes a 
display window size identifier One would be motivated to have this, as there is desire 
for automatically resizing a display for the viewing of particular content (In Brisebois: 
Col. 1 lines 43-53). 

53. With respect to Claim 42, Anupam in view of Brisebois teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 41 and further teaches user interaction comprising pointer device selection 
have associated with them pixel positions within said display window (In Brisebois: Col. 
4 lines 15-16 and Col. 7 line 54 - Col. 6 line 12). 

54. Claims 6, 24 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anupam in view of U.S. Patent 5,918,012 by Astiz et al. (Astiz). 

55. With respect to Claim 6, Anuparii teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 but does 
not explicitly disclose user interaction comprising pointing device selections are defined 
in terms of pixel coordinates. Astiz teaches user interactions comprising pointing device 
selections may be defined in terms of pixel coordinates (Col. 3 lines 22-26 and CoL 4 
line 60 - Col. 5 line 7). This allows for, in part, identification of resource selections such 
as "hotspots", which are often embedded in internet content (Col. 3 lines 22-26 and 
lines 49-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
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by Astiz such that the method further comprises wherein user interactions comprising 
pointing device selections are defined in terms of pixel coordinates. One would be 
motivated to have this, as there is desire for smart bookmarks that include multiple 
selections of resources (In Anupam: Col. 1 lines 46-60). 

56. With respect to Claim 24, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 23 but 
does not explicitly disclose user manipulations comprising pointing device selections are 
defined in terms of pixel coordinates. Astiz teaches user interactions comprising 
pointing device selections may be defined in terms of pixel coordinates (Col. 3 lines 22- 
26 and Col. 4 line 60 - Col. 5 line 7). This allows for, in part, identification of resource 
selections such as "hotspots", which are often embedded in internet content (Col. 3 
lines 22-26 and lines 49-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
by Astiz such that the method further comprises wherein user manipulations comprising 
pointing device selections are defined in terms of pixel coordinates. One would be 
motivated to have this, as there is desire for smart bookmarks that include multiple 
selections of resources (In Anupam: Col. 1 lines 46-60). 

57. With respect to Claim 43, Anupam teaches all the limitations of Claim 38 but 
does not explicitly disclose user interaction comprising pointing device selections are 
defined in terms of pixel coordinates. Astiz teaches user interactions comprising 
pointing device selections may be defined in terms of pixel coordinates (Col. 3 lines 22- 
26 and Col. 4 line 60 - Col. 5 line 7). This allows for, in part, identification of resource 



Application/Control Number: 09/641,184 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2155 

selections such as "hotspots", which are often embedded in internet content (Col. 3 
lines 22-26 and lines 49-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to take the method disclosed by Anupam and modify it as indicated 
by Astiz such that the method further comprises wherein user interactions comprising 
pointing device selections are defined in terms of pixel coordinates. One would be 
motivated to have this, as there is desire for smart bookmarks that include multiple 
selections of resources (In Anupam: Col. 1 lines 46-60). 

Conclusion 

58. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 

59. U.S. Patent 5,809,250 by Kisor "Methods for creating and sharing replayable 
modules representive of web browsing sessions" September 15, 1998. Discloses the 
recording of a web browsing session such that it can be shared and played backed. 

60. U.S. Patent 6,199,077 by Inala et al. "Server-side web summary generation and 
presentation" March 6, 2001 . Discloses a portal site for gathering summaries of desired 
resources automatically without requiring the user to go through any navigation steps to 
log on to the source of the desired resources. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Lazaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
.3986. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



^^^^ 

David Lazaro 



August 05, 2005 



